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DETAILED ACTION 
Allowable Subject Matter 

The indicated allowability of claims 3, 4, 6, 17, 21-28 is withdrawn in view of the 
newly discovered reference(s) to Griffiths et al and EP 49777. Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 7. 8, 11, 16, 17, 19, 21, 22-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Griffiths et al (US Patent 4,252,845) in view of EP 49777. 

Griffiths et al (US Patent 4,252,845) teach and an ink and eradicator system. 
The ink composition comprises a dye that is reducible to a colorless form in combination 
with a volatile acid and a non-volatile organic acid, dissolved to an aqueous solvent; and 
an ink eradicator containing a soluble sulfite or phosphite reducing agent and an 
aliphatic organic amine, dissolved in an aqueous solvent (abstract and col. 1 line 53-col. 
50). The reference further teaches that the water-soluble dye may include Basic Green 
1 and Basic Violet 19 (col. 3 lines 46-59). Griffiths et al fails to teach the specific 
components set forth in the composition. 

EP 49777 teach a liquid colorant comprising a soluble dyestuff, finely divided 
pigment, solvent and an optional dispersant (abstract). The dyestuff used in the ink 



Application/Control Number: 10/680,362 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1755 

composition may be triaryimethane including Basic Blue 26, Basic Violet 3, Basic Green 
1 and Basic Green 4 (page 1 lines 15-26). The solvent present in the composition 
include alkanol, glycol, glycol ether and dimethyl sulfoxide (page 5 lines 18-22). 

The subject matter as a whole would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to have replaced Basic Green 1 with 
Basic Blue 26, Basic Violet 3 and Basic Green 4 because the substitution of art 
recognized equivalents as shown by EP 49777 would have been within the level of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

Therefore It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
composition taught by EP 497777 in Griffiths et al, because EP 49777 appears to be an 
eradicable composition absence tangible evidence to the contrary. 

Claims 1-4, 9-10, 12-16 and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Griffiths et al (US Patent 4,252,845) in view of Dessauer (US Patent 
4,029,506). 

Griffiths et al is described above, but fails to teach the specific components set 
forth in the composition. 

Dessauer teaches a marking composition of a color-forming, radiation-sensitive 
component, a diffusely reflecting pigment and a binder (abstract and col. 1 lines 36+). 
The pigment can be selected to absorb upon it surface the dye develops by irradiation. 
The most prefen^ed by the reference is titanium dioxide and a cationic triaryimethane 
dye-forming component (col. 3 lines 12-18). A colored pigment can be added to the 
composition for an additional identification purpose (col. 3 lines19-20). A polymeric 
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binder may be added to the ink composition such as polyvinyl acetate (col. 3 line 41-col. 
4 line 8). The marking composition comprises titanium dioxide pigment, a 
triarylmethane cationic dye-forming component, a UV activated photo oxidant, and a 
binder (col. 4 lines 9-14). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
composition taught by Dessauer in Griffiths et al, because Dessauer appears to be an 
eradicable composition absence tangible evidence to the contrary. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Griffiths 
et al (US Patent 4,252,845) In view of Ortalano et al (US Patent 6,503,317). 

Griffiths et al is described above, but falls to teach the specific components set 
forth in the composition. 

Ortalano et al teach an aqueous pigment dispersion which may be incorporated 
into an ink composition (abstract) wherein the pigment is dispersed in a dispersant dye 
(col. 1 lines 7-10). The dye may be present in the amount of 1 to 50 percent by weight 
and the pigment may be present In the amount of 1 to 50 percent by weight (col. 5 lines 
8-1 1 and 54-58). The individual pigment and dye components of the dispersion and ink 
composition may be combined as desired and may be selected from those having the 
same or different color space (col. 6 lines 19-23). The reference further teaches in 
example 1 Pigment Blue 15:3 with Acid Blue 9 (triphenylmethane blue dye). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
composition taught by Ortalano et al in Griffiths et al, because Ortalano et al appears to 
be an eradicable composition absence tangible evidence to the contrary. 
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Claims 1-4, 7-13, 16, 18, 20, 29. 32. 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Griffiths et al (US Patent 4,252,845) in view of Laxer (US 
Patent 3,886,083). 

Griffiths et al is described above, but fails to teach the specific components set 
forth in the composition. 

Laxer teaches a safety ink composition comprising a dye soluble and bleachable 
and a fluorescent pigment (abstract). The reference further teaches the vehicle consist 
essentially of 20 percent glycerin, about 64 percent sorbitol and about 16 percent water 
(col. 3 lines 57-61). The pigment selected should be non-bleachable, insoluble in water 
and no more than very slightly soluble in the lower alcohols and lower ketones (col. 4 
lines 43-46). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
composition taught by Laxer in Griffiths et al, because Laxer appears to be an 
eradicable composition absence tangible evidence to the contrary. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Veronica F. Faison whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1366. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and alternate 
Fridays 8 am to 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry Lorengo can be reached on 571-272-1233. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/680,362 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1755 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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